Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary 

Application No. 

10/002,382 

Applicant(s) 

MEMRAN, LOUIS I. 

Examiner 

Tony Jacobson 

Art Unit 
2644 



All Participants: 

(1) Dwavne D. Bost 

(2) Ms. YiLifrea.No. 44211) . 
Date of Interview: 1 February 2005 


Status of Application: 

(3) . 

(4) . 

Time: 


Type of Interview: 

S Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes □ No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 

N/A * . 

Claims discussed: 

N/A 

Prior art documents discussed: . 

N/A 

Part II. 
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I. 


Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Special 
program examiner, Dwayne Bost, spoke with Ms. Yi Li on February 1, 2005 (power of attorney given to Ms Li in a 
correspondence dated 9-1 1-03). During the telephone conversation, Ms. Li indicated that applicant did not timely file a 
proper change of correspondence address prior to the mailing of the Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment, mailed 
April 16, 2004. 

Ms. Li was then informed that the Office considers that the Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment was properly mailed 
to the address of record, on April 16, 2004. Ms. Li was further informed that since the maximum time period for reply 
to the Notice, with extensions of time, had expired, then the application is technically abandoned. Furthermore, it was 
indicated to Ms. Li that since the correspondence was properly mailed to the address of record, then a petition under 
37 C.F.R. §1.181 with respect to non-receipt, would not be successful and that a petition pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 
§1.1 37(b) would be necessary to revive the application. 

Following the conversation, on February 1, 2005 a courtesy copy of the Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment was 
faxed to Ms. Li so that applicant could file a proper response with their petition pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §1 .137(b). . 


